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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)[X] Responsive to communication(s) filed on 30 January 2006 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)IEI This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) KI Claim(s) 85-134 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 85-134 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^1 The drawing(s) filed on 30 January 2006 is/are: a)E3 accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)Q Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3-D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claims 85, 95, 107, 115, 124, 133, and 134 are objected due to a lack of a 
structural cooperative relationship. It is unclear how the light source, reflector, 
shutter, and lens are arranged with respect to one another. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claims 93, 105, and 113 are objected due to a lack of antecedent basis 
within the claim or that from which the claims are dependent on. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
. application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 85-134 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Taniuchi (Patent 6,796,696), hereafter referred to as Taniuchi. 

Regarding claims 85, 107, 133, and 134, Taniuchi discloses a headlamp 
(see abstract) comprising at least one light source (11), at least one reflector 
section (12), at least one shield (19), at least one lens (18) and at least one semi- 
shutter (16), wherein the locations of the shield, semi-shutter and focal points of 
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the lens are so adjusted that the light rays are directed towards the lower half- 
lens through an opening (15b) placed between the upper edge of the shield and 
the lower edge of the semi-shutter and lower half of the lens which projects light 
rays to only road surfaces (Column 1 1 , Lines 24-30). Regarding the claimed 
invention being "used for covering upper half of said lens in order not to reach the 
light rays which are coming from the light source, from said reflector sections 
and/or and from all reflecting surfaces inside the headlamp to eye level of 
oncoming traffic users" as recited in Claims 85, 95, 107, 115,124, 133, and 134 
the applicant is advised that a recitation of the intended use of an invention must 
result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in 
order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the 
prior art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the 
claim. See In re Casey, 370 F.2d 576, 152 USPQ 235 (CCPA 1967) and In re 
Otto, 312 F.2d 937, 939, 136 USPQ 458, 459 (CCPA 1963). In this case, the 
patented structure of Taniuchi was considered capable of performing the cited 
intended use. 

With respect to claims 86 and 97, Taniuchi discloses a headlamp wherein 
the shield is a moveable part and it is disposed at an angle of approximately 45 
degrees with the XX horizontal plane and its inner surface is reflective (Column 
44, Lines 15-21). 

Regarding claims 87 and 98, Taniuchi discloses a headlamp wherein the 
bottom section of the shutter piece and or the upper edge of the shield is 
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designed to create a cut-off section in the form of preferred cut-off type (Column 
44, Lines 40-53). 

In regard to claims 89, 101, 109,118, 127Taniuchi discloses a headlamp 
used in double reflector groups with double light pathways or in more reflector 
groups with more light pathways (Figure 2). 

Regarding claims 90, 102, 110, 119, 128, Taniuchi discloses a headlamp 
wherein a full lens is used in place of said lens (18; Figure 2). 

In reference to claims 91, 103, and 111, 120, 129, Taniuchi discloses a 
headlamp wherein the semi-shutter is a moveable part (56) and disposed at an 
angle so as to project light rays coming from said lower shield to the lower half of 
the lens (Column 44, Lines 15-21). 

With respect to claims 92, 104, 112, 122, 130, Taniuchi discloses an inner 
or outer surface of the semi-shutter is reflective. Note this is an inherent property 
of the curved surface as all surfaces comprise a certain degree of reflectivity. 

Regarding claims 93, 105, 113, 123, 131 Taniuchi discloses a headlamp 
wherein a lens is placed between the reflectors (Figure 13). 

In regard to claims 94, 106, and 114, 132, Taniuchi discloses a headlamp 
wherein the lens is a piano convex lens type or any other type of lens (Column 
43, Lines 11-14). 

In reference to claim 95, Taniuchi discloses a headlamp comprising at 
least one light source (11), at least one reflector section (12), at least one 
inclined reflective shield (19), at least one lens (18) and at least one semi-shutter 
(16), wherein the locations of the shield, semi-shutter and focal points of the lens 
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are so adjusted that the light rays are directed towards the lower half-lens 
through an opening (15b) placed between the upper edge of the shield and the 
lower edge of the semi-shutter and lower half of the lens which projects light rays 
to only road surfaces (Column 11, Lines 24-30). Regarding the claimed invention 
being "used for covering upper half of said lens in order not to reach the light rays 
which are coming from the light source, from said reflector sections and/or and 
from all reflecting surfaces inside the headlamp to eye level of oncoming traffic 
users" as recited in Claims 85, 95, 107, 115,124, 133, and 134 the applicant is 
advised that a recitation of the intended use of an invention must result in a 
structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in order to 
patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art 
structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. See 
In re Casey, 370 F.2d 576, 152 USPQ 235 (CCPA 1967) and In re Otto, 312 F.2d 
937, 939, 136 USPQ 458, 459 (CCPA 1963). In this case, the patented structure 
of Taniuchi was considered capable of performing the cited intended use. 

With respect to claim 96, Taniuchi disclose a headlamp wherein one or 
more of the reflective surfaces is preferably disposed and it is flat or concave and 
used to direct the light rays falling from said shield onto itself to the lower half 
lens (16, 17). 

Regarding claim 99, Taniuchi discloses a headlamp wherein the reflection 
angles of the inner surface of the inclined reflective shield is adjusted to reflect 
the light rays in accordance with said whole reflective shields, in case there are 
more than one reflective shield (via 56). 
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With respect to claims 115 and 124, Taniuchi discloses a headlamp (see 
abstract) comprising: at least one light source (11), at least one reflector section 
(12), at least one lens (18), at least one mirror reflector (14, 16), at least one 
semi-shutter (15) wherein the locations of the shield, semi-shutter and focal 
points of the lens are so adjusted that the light rays are directed towards the 
lower half-lens through an opening (15b) placed between the upper edge of the 
shield and the lower edge of the semi-shutter and lower half of the lens which 
projects light rays to only road surfaces (Column 11, Lines 24-30). Regarding 
the claimed invention being " used for covering upper half of said lens in order not 
to reach the light rays which are coming from the light source, from said reflector 
sections and/or and from all reflecting surfaces inside the headlamp to eye level 
of oncoming traffic users" as recited in Claims 85, 95, 107, 115,124, 133, and 
134 the applicant is advised that a recitation of the intended use of an invention 
must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior 
art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If 
the prior art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the 
claim. See In re Casey, 370 F.2d 576, 152 USPQ 235 (CCPA 1967) and In re 
Otto, 312 F.2d 937, 939, 136 USPQ 458, 459 (CCPA 1963). In this case, the 
patented structure of Taniuchi was considered capable of performing the cited 
intended use. 

With regard to claims 116 and 125, Taniuchi discloses a headlamp 
wherein the mirror reflector (14, 16) is disposed against said reflector (12) 
sections at an angle and it is flat or concave and the mirror reflector is adjusted to 
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reflect the light rays coming from the light source and reflective surfaces towards 
the lower half-lens (Figure 1). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 88, 100, 108, 117, and 126 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Taniuchi. 

Taniuchi does not explicitly disclose the use of a "half lens," merely the 
projection of light to a portion of the lens. However, Taniuchi discloses the use of 
a full lens as an obvious alternative to a half lens in the Specification. 

Regarding the use of a half lens within the device, the applicant is 
respectfully advised that in considering the disclosure of a reference, it is proper 
to take into account not only specific teachings of the reference but also the 
inferences which one skilled in the art would reasonably be expected to draw 
therefrom." In re Preda, 159 USPQ 342 (CCPA 1968). In this case, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use a half lens instead of full 
lens as disclosed by Taniuchi, since the one of ordinary skill would have 
recognized such a half lens as being one of the many structures available in the 
prior art for headlamp design, selection of a specific one over another being an 
obvious matter of meeting the specific requirements of a given application. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Kristen A. Manskar whose telephone number 
is (571) 270-1220. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 
7:30a.m.-5p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Sandra O'Shea can be reached on (571) 272-2378. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 





KAM 



